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THE COURTS.
THE SCArm-BetJOHOE HELIHG.

Another I>ny's Session Exhausted in Wettin}?a Jury.A New Panel Ordered.
Seven Jurors Only Obtained.

. «

THE JUMEL ESTATE CASE.

A Near Prorpect of a Speedy Release.
The Old litigation Drawing to a

Close.A Long Chase, but
little Hope of a Prize.

ITL. <M.I .....1 A .nl'.nir D.:i
IJIO Vrill \>«naiurii (UIU it anwuj iittii"

roatl Company's Suit.

The Result of a Fire Years Ago and the Result
of a Verdict To-Day.A Long Contest

Closing with a Heavy Verdict Against
the Company.Charge of Judge Loew

to the Jury.Damages $<15,000.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

Summaries - The Taylor Will Case.Businessin the General Sessions.Decisions.

In the cuse of The People vs. John Scannell, indictedlor the murder of Thomas Donohoe, tno
Court ol Oyer ami Terminer was yesterday engaged
in the tedious preliminary work ol obtaining a

jury. Two jurors were obtained on Monday and
live yesterday, giving seven jurors in the box, and
five to obtain, if possible, to-day.
Yesterday John Williams, Michael Crowley, John

Bryant and James Saunders, who arc charged with
mutiny on board the American ship Faaorita, were

committed by Commissioner Shields in default of
$1,000 bail each.
The hearing of the ease of George W. Bowen vs.

Nelson Chase was resumed yesterday in the United
Ktates Circuit Court before Judge Shipman and the
special jury. Mr. J. C. Carter continued his summingup on the part of the defendant, and had not
concluded at the rising of the Court, He will resumehiH argument to-day.

In the United States Circuit Court yesterday, in
the collision case ol The schooner Daniel Williams
vs. The propeller Titian, Judge Blatchford ordered
a decree lor the libeilants, with an order of referenceto a commissioner to ascertain and renort the

damages.
In the suit or Marens P. Woodroff vs. The

Camden anil Amboy Railroad Company, to recover

damages (or goods destroyed by tire at the Company'swharf, July 11, 1864, a special verdict was
rendered yesterday giving the plaintiff $44,409 01
damages. The ease was tried before Judge Loew
and a jury, in the Court of Common Pleas, the defencebeing that the plaintiff had accepted a bill or
lading at Cairo, 111., excepting risk rrom lire; but
the jury found thut no such agreement was made
with the Camden and Amboy Railroad Company,
and round them guilty or negligence.
The suit of Stephen Woolridgc vs. The Mayor, Ac.,

and the Metropolitan Fire Departmeut, to recover

$2-1,000 damages for injuries received by the explosionof a lire engine In June, i860, at the corner or
Canal street and Bowery, was yesterday dismissed
by Judge Harrett on the ground that the MetropolitanFire Department was an independent State
corporation, lor whose acts tbo city was not responsible.
THE BCANNELL-DOIJOHOE KILLING.

Another Day Spent in Calling and Ei
minlngJuron.Seven Only Obtained.ThePrisoner in Court.The

Case Adjourned Till This Morning.
The trial of this case was resumed yesterday, In

the preliminary effort to obtain a jury. The panel
of jurors was exhausted and the hour of adjournmenthad arr.vcd, but that much-dcslred object
was not attained. To facilitate the work of procuringa jury the usual lecess was not taken, but,
alter all, the panel having given out, the Court
was constrained to adjourn a little before thensual
boor. There was not as large an attendance as on
the previous day, and the rowdy clement was

notably absent.
.1 mitre Rradv took his seat on the bench at the.

usual hour, when District Attorney rhclps and liia
assistants, acuugfor the people, autl Messrs. Peach,
Ilowe, nummel and Spencer for the defendant,
being in their places, the case was at once proceededwith.
The prisoner Scanncll presents a wonderfully nnmoveddemeanor, and to the casual and uninformedspectator might appear, from his position

among counsel, by far the most respectable and intelligentnieml»er of the Bar engaged cither for the

{trosecntlon or the defence. Close by tils side sits
lis wile, an attractive-looking lady, whose presence
there, under such circumstances, It Is most sad to
look upon and think of. The aged mother or the
unfortunate prisoner sat throughout the session
yesterday to all outward appearance unconscious
of everything but that her son's life was in jeopardy
of the law, and that she ought to he there to see
justice doue to him, from the mother's reasonings
and conclusions, involving, so naturally, the recol-

brother's and son's retaliation for the same. On
the whole It is as sad a group to contemplate as
any that lias too frequently of late Imparted most
or the sad and mournful surroundings to the principalfigure on trial lor his lire.

TUB EFFORT TO (JET A .1 CRY YESTERDAY.
Mr. Sparks, the Clerk or the Court, resumed the

call of the puuel after the formal opening ol the
*7ourt. The drat called was

TI1K THIRD JtTROR.
Mr. Wells, on being examined, thought It was

qmtc clear that a crime had been committed, Out
It wonld require evidence to convince him that the
prisoner did tho shooting, afid then evidence to
show that he had an excuse for it. The principal
challenge was overruled, and on the challenge to
the lavor he said that he was not a warm iricnd of
Mr. Hradicy nor connected with a political organisationnor a violent partisan lor either party. The
challenge was withdrawn and he was sworn in as
the third juror, lie Is a merchant living at Ji7 West
Thirty-eighth street.
Herman A. Schweitzer was relieved from duty,

not hclBg thoroughly conversant with Kuglisn.
Jacoti schoenherger and Nelson K. Tucker were

rejected, having decided opinions wliioh would
bias them.
Samuel Shottlck, tailor, had an opinion, but as

that was derived from newspapers ami he thought
there was no doubt ho could try the case on tne
evidence alone, he passed the principal challenge,but was rejected on challenge to the lavor.
Kenn« Spever, carpenter, had'nt heard a word

nhnnt the alfair. He Is a Prussian u-tm ru

year to Knropa, hut was here last November. Ho
read* the papers, but has not read this matter. The
District Attorney challenged peremptorily.

david p. nile kotjrttl juror.
Mr. David D. Nile, dry goods salesman, of 48

Walker street, had a pretty decided opinion formed,
however, merely on newspaper statements, but
alter a clear statement ol his impressions ana reelingswas accepted as the lourth juror.

joun j. rraoo flttt! juror.
John J. Bragg, of No. 02 Deshrosses street, fruit

dealer, knew nothing of the matter, and was acceptedas fifth juror.
ai.len b. terry pixttt jvror.

Allen B. Terry knew of nothing to prevent 1dm

Jiving a rair verdict, and was accepted as sixth
uror. He is a clerk, living at 2Uti West TwentyDlnttistreet.
Alexander Tollock had a strong opinion and was

excused.
Augustus A. Weed, broker, of 113 West Twentythirdstreet, had read about the matter and had

impressions that an ofTence had been committed,
but did not know anything about the matter. Ho
formerly lived at Greenwich, and had visited the
American Club, but did not know that dodoloc
was a member of it. The triers rejected him.
Lewis Jacob, of 130 Chatham street, had a decidedopinion and was excused.
Hobert H. Waidron, printor, of 27 Park Row, was

called and testified that be had read about the
matter, lie passed both the challenge for principalcause and the challenge to the favor, but was
stopped oy a peremptory challenge ou the part of
the prisoner.
Monmouth H. Chambers and Benjamin P. nartnonwere both disposed of on principal challenge.
oeorso W. juorae had up knowledge whatever
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or the circumstances, bat wan challenged ptreuiptoriljr.

TIIRODOKK K. HTTDLBY HBVBNTII JVKOR.
Theodore K. Ktudlcy, merchant, ol as Park

plane, said that hia opinion wan loriaed Hin<ply
Iroin rcHilmir the newspapeis. It wan that bcannell
had committed Home sort ol onence. He thought

the evidence with the huine

indifference as il he hud no impressions.
Notwithstanding this the triers accepted him

and the prisoner ulso, and he was sworn in as
bc ven th juror at 12:45 P. M.
John Harper wan uuanle to decide on the evidencealcnc and was excused.
Aiphonso Kaudall, engraver, of 201 West Fourteenthstreet, had formed no opinion on the ease,

though he thought he bad read at eut it, and probabiyoelieveuwhat he read, and bad perhaps expressedhis inipression. The triers rejected him.
This exhausted the hrst panel, and the < ailing of

the second was at once began without a recess.
TilK NKW I'ANKU

John Fabcr. ol 12*1 West Fifty-third street, druggist,was the first, to come frotn the new panel. He
had read the story when it was tirsl published, but
not sinee.
challenged peremptorily by the defence.
John K. More wood, merchant, passed the principalchallenge and the challenge to the favor, but

was challenged pert inptoniy.
William L. Konntag, artist, of 120 Fast Twentysecondstreet, had conscientious scruples as to

capital punishment. Excused.
Willinrri (! I.umh hiiil ua ufrtmnr nn nviinirin AH tn

be incompetent.
Edward T. Smiih, Havelak M. Fmith, Jacob Lowenfells,William J. .Stewart aiul Francis J. Adams

were excused.
The Court then adjourned till this morning.

THE JXJMEL ESTATE CASE.

The Salt of linwcn v». Chase.The SummingUp for (he DeteinJuiit.<Coutinna*
tion of (lie Argument of Mr. J. C.
Carter.
The hearing of the case of George W. Bowen vs.

Nelson Chase was resumed yeBterday in the United
states Circuit Court, before Judge Hhipman and
the special jury.
Mr. Hoar, Mr. Chattlcld, Mr. Chauncey Shaffer

and Mr. Hawycr appeared as counsel lor the plaiutitf,and Mr. Charles O'Conor and Mr. J. C. Carter
for the defendant.
TJIB SUMMING UP POK TIIR PEI'ENDANT. Mil. CARTER

CONTINUES 1118 ARGUMENT.
Mr. J. C. Carter proceeded to continue the Hummingup of his argument on behalf of the defendant.He Haid Mr. Chase became possessed, in additionto the title of his children, to the title of the

only known heirs of Madame Juinel.he meant the
Joneses. lie brought a suit to set aside Madame
Juinel's will of 18G3 on the ground that it had been
executed under undue influence. That will
was Bet aside. The case was tried
by eminent lawyers, and, of course, it would have
been of the greatest moment to those who were

maintaining the will if they could have found any
other heirs but the Joneses, whose title Mr. Chase
had bought out. Mr. Jfevinc, of the firm of Martin
A Hnuth, went to Providence to inquire for heirs;
but, while he could Hnd plenty ol pretenders, ne
could not discover any one having a better title
than Mr. Chase and the Joneses. They had then
to fallback on the merits of the will itself. When
it was seen that the lust will of Madame Juinel
was opposed to the wills of 184G and 1861; opposed
to the marriage settlement ol the Ferys iiils.vi;
opposed to the lile-long intentions ol Madame
Juinel and Mr. .lumel, what honest man could hesitateto say that that was not the real will
of Madame Juinel. Having relerrcd to the settlementthat nad linen idlVrlcd under tile will. tHo.uiKl
having been given the charitable societies as legaciesami $40,000 to the Joneses, counsel asked the
jury, Could a more honorable an angeuicnt have
been come to in the case? After ail this was done,
and in the year lbos, three years after the death of
Madame Jutiiel, this man, George W. liowen, appears,and says, "1 am the son of Madurue Jumel;
you must clear out.'' We auswer, "Madame Jumel
never had a son." "Oh, yes! he says, 1 am her son;
but I did not. know it until recently." He has come
in here to reap Where he has never sown. Bowen
had sworn that, lie would never have undertaken
to recover this property on his ownresponsibility,and his lirst enterprise was
to go to Edmonds A Fields and enter
into an agreement with them to give
them half wnat might be recovered. Hut, to the
honor o! Judge Edmonds, with such witnesses as
(>. W. Uowcn, Nodine, Anne Kliza Vandervoort ami
others, lie would have nothing 10 do with the cane.
Uowcn hud sworu that he did not pay the lawyers;
that he did not summon witnesses; Hint he had no
trouble whatever in conducting the suit. The
plalntur was examined in Providence and Mr.
Chase, desiring to find out who his antagonist was,
had Uowen questioned as- to whether he nad any
arrangement or contract with any person in referenceto the conduct of the suits, lie declined, by
direction of his couusel, to answer. (Jii the last
trial Uowcn was questioned us to the contract, lie
said it was with Dr. Joseph (;. 'tucker and Mr.
George Shaffer, brother ol the plain tiff's attorney of
record and u clerk in his oltlce. Hut the plaintiff
did not produce that agreement; lie said it was
torn up, and it now turned out that the arrangementwas with Dr. Joseph C. Tucker, brother of
Mr. Gideon J. Tucker, who, if the ease succeeded
tor the pialnttfl| was to get one-tenth ol the whole,
with interest on disbursements. Dr. Tnoker was
to advance all the money necessary to conduct the
suit, with the exception 01 some outlay lor the
taking o! depositions in Providence. Counsel on
nit' oilier sine scenou 10 iiiilik mat tins wan
making a charge against them, lint tie iinl not
make a charge. If the lacts made a charge how
couia he help itv was he to hlume lor it r
Counsel lor plaintiff said, according to the law of

this State and of the I nited Stales, u was allowa-
tic to make arrangements between counsel and
client for the prosecution of it suit.

Mr. Carter replied that lie agreed to that; but if
the facts, as he said, implied a charge, he could not
help it.he was not accountable lor it. This was
an organized conspiracy on the part oi those who
had agreed to prosecute this suit with Bowcu In
Ins name. It was an orguuized conspiracy under
the lead, not ol Bowen, but ol other people wtio
had negotiated with him, and who wen; lota)
strung! rs to Madame Jumel, to carry on this suit
in a court of justice, to deprive people of their possessionsand or the very rooi thai gave them shelter.That was the nature of the suit.to take from
them every dollar they had In the world; to strip
them of the roof that covered tlicm lor thirty or
forty years and send them houseless and penniless
through life. This was an organized conspiracy to
carry out this suit, not by anybody who
ever ciuimeu iu nave an iiiieresv in me

property, but by total strangers. The temptatlous
In this case to commit perjury and falsehood were
great.temptations to participate in the plunder
Which tt was expected would result from the
swearing el witnesses who were brought up to
testily to declarations that were never made. The
defendant had strong ground (or suspicion that,
when a man voluntarily went into an enterprise of
that kind lie had already resolved in his own mind*
to employ means of whatever character were necessaryto achieve success. Cook at the absurdity
of the plain nil's case. Liis claim was that he wus
bom m the house Of I reclovc BoUOQ, and remainedthere until he was ten years ot age: yet he
states that he never heard who his mother was
until the death of Preelovc Batlou, In 1K2:;, wtieu
tic was twenty-rune years ol age. was it possible
that he could have gone troin infancy to
manhood without ever having heard any
one lisp the name Of his mother? Would
not Iteuoen Hallou. who is claimed to have been
lus father, have told him who was his mother ?
Howen was iu the habit of going to Saratoga after
1HJ3, when, as lie states, Preelove Batlou told him
Mine. Juind was Ins mother. He saw her at. Saratoga,but did not make himself known to her. As
he I rates, he saw tier grossly insulted opposite the
United States Hotel, and yet lie never raised a
hand to save from insult the woman who was
claimed to tie his mother. It he knew all these
long years that Mine, Jtunel was his mother, what
was the object of this secrecy T Wiiy did he keep
this knowledge locked up in his own breast, never
giving the slightest intimation ol it. to any human
being ' Counsel on the other side said Bowen did
nut miui iu it-i ins wue Know mat no was base
born, base born! Was not tuat fact well known
in Providence v Hail he not married a 1'rovidonce
girl, bom within lorry rods of him, and mnst not
the base birth of liowen have been Known to her ?
It was idle to suppose that the idea ever crossed
the mind ot this man, from the first dawn of his existencedown to the death ot Madame Juuiel, that
she was his mother. Henry Martin was examined
as a witness: lie was the playmate oi (i. w. liowen,
and he testified that he.never heard who Bowen's
mother was. The Providence papers were fnll ot
this mat ter, and yet not a word was ever hinted
in any of them that Madame Junicl was the mother
of this plaint 1(T. For ten dollars a head witnesses
could have been produced to swear that they heard
somebody say that Madame Jumel was the mother
ol lioweii; and if they committed perjury how
were they to be contradicted ? Bowen himself had
sworn that he did not hear w ho Ins mother was tintii
he was t wenty-uine years ot age, and he (Mr. tarter)
asked thejury to say whether, if there was such a

tntng as common report In Providence that Betsy
Mown was the mother ot this inan, he could tor
i wenty-nine years have been ignorant of ttt When
the other side asked them to attach credit to so
remarkable a miracle as that, they must try to sup-
went ou to consider ihe oral declarations of the
witnesses in reference to the parentage of the
plaintiff. Kven in Hie case of legitimate pedigree
oral declarations should lie revived with care;
hut there was a difference in regard to the value
to he attached to declarations atfecting legitimate
and the declarations atfecting illegitimate offspring.With respect to the lormer It was a matterspoken of openly in the family and with joy:
It spread throughout the family and was talked of
above hoard; and as to the laitcr, It never was advertedto, except as a scandal and a reproach.
For the purpose of showing the utter unreliability
of the testimony ol old men as to what was said
and done sixty or seventy years ago, counsel referredto the testimony that was taken as to what
general commanded on the American side at the
Battle of Bunker Hill. That testimony, consisting
or the statements ol old men who purported t* give
an account of what they saw at the battle, was
taken, but it was found to be such a mass of con-
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truilictions that it wan comiuttit><l utterly to the
tinmen. Counsel went on to state that Uowcn lunl
made different antl contradictory statements at'oitt
his mother. Uaniel Hull with the only witness lor
the plaintin wlm .n any way inaile a positive statementon that matter. The Ueicudaut'H counsel had

' vj iims riiuil nun up «'urijr un iouu, »uu nn.

Uevine examined liitn to ascertain it he h .d known
Betsy Bowen. Hull at that tune wan exaui.ncd
upon written interrogatories. Although no uucstionwus put to him on that. inquiry about H. W.
Bowen, yet he voluutrercd to state nil he knew of
that person. He said when he was examined that he
wus severuy-slx years old. He said he knew Piuebe
Howen, and that lie saw her daughter, Betsy, goingabout the street with another girl; that was in
lboi. They HHid Betsy Bowen had a child; there was
a tune wuen Betsy Bow< u went to Providence and
made a speech, they said. All Hull knew was thHt
Betsy Bowen had a son, and that ti. W. Howen was
that son, they said. Hull made different statements
boiore the commissioner when liis testimony was
taken by Mr. Chattlcld and Mr. Tucker. The change
in his testimony was made under the new iniliiencesto which he had been subjected. He swore
that Phcebe Bowen was 111 Providence, in North
Main street, at a time when she was not there at
all, and he also testified that I'litebe told him at a
particular period Uut her daughter bad married a
rich Prenchman 111 New York in 1H04, when it was
conceded that at the time of the alleged conversationPliocbe was dead in North Carolina. Hull
changed his testimony, but he said that Mr.
O'Concr took an advantage of him; but
how far Mr. O't'ouor was likely to
take an advantage of an old man
upon the staud the jury could judge lor
themselves. The examination of Hull had been
conducted in the most orderly manner, and Ins
answers were yvrittcu down with the greatest
care. The defendant liijd proved, by the productionof the Providence Gazette, that Hull's father
died in 1797, and his mother In tsoo, ot yellow
Icver. Thai was the statement he tirst wade, ana
li whs true; hut » Bernards, when he wum nub*
jected to adverse influences, he dcllheratcly went
hack ot tliui statement. Mr. »inter, ul groat
length, very closely analyzed the testimony or
Daniel Hull, and contended that the evidence
Mhowed that Hull wus horn only a lew days when
he swore that he saw Hetsv Itowen In lied with a
baby in 1 he house of Freelove Bullou, in Provideuee.Hull cauie upon the Mtund ut this trial and
Hwnre that he know the man Jonathan t'lurke,
who married Phirbe Bowen, and who was expelled
trum Providence In I7t»l. It would be charitable
to suppose that all these statements were the
result oi a weak aud disordered mind; but he (Mr.
Darter) was sorry lie could not take that view or the
matter. The truth was that this man hud been
piueed under the training of those persons who
were Interested in the prosecution oi this cmo.
und was prepared to swear what was required oi
him. lie nad another question to ask. Who made
this old man Hull commit this muss of perjuries?
Was Hull able to tell, with the MlUtcnftM Ol a
lawyer, what the exigencies ol this case required?
What, was the character oi mat, other crime that
sent forward tins man to commit perjury for the
purpose of stripping the defendant of the roof
that covered hluiv Great as tne oil'ence of Daniel
Hull was, the otfence of those who procured this
man to commit perjury and swear up to tne necessitiesof the suit transcended the crime of perjury
as much as murder did the olfence of petty larceny.
Counsel tneu, turning to anotuer branch of the

case, said there was no scrap of evidence showing
who was the lather ol (i. \V. Itowen ; it was necessarythat something of that character should be
got, up; and this brought him to refer to the "King
Henry Book." When Bowen weut, to Judge Kd-
inonus Aiiue r.nza vuuiicrvuuri, uio incgiuiiiaic
daughter of i.avtna Ballon, went with linn. The
arrangement wus that Judge Edmonds should have
halt, and half was to be divided between Howqn
and Anne Eliza Vandcrvoort. She brought two
books with her to Judge Edmonds.one a family
Hiblc and the other the "King Henry Hook." Howeu
swore that up to that time he hud not kuown
anything of cither of these two books. This "King
Henry Hook" had been put belore the jury, uud
though it purported to be a declaration of heuben
B&llou that he was the father oi (i. W. llowen, it
amounted to nothing as a piece of evidence in this
suit., ltallou was a inuti who had been frequently
sneu in the Courts of Kilodc Island, and Iroui his
signatures attached to original papers tiled in the
Courts they were .enabled 10 make a comparison as
to his handwriting. No one was produced to swear
that they had ever seen this "King lleury Hook,"
except Mrs. Vandcrvoort before the death of
Madame Jumel.
At this stage of the case the Court ndlourncd till

this morning, when Mr. carter will resume Ins addressto the jury. Yesterday, While the learned
gentleman was speaking, the court rooui was very
much crowded, the spectators listeiuuir uttcutivclv
to the Hpeecii, which contained many eloquent
passages.

THE OLD CAMDEN AND AKL20Y
EALLROAD SUIT.

The Horning of the Cmnden and Amboy
lta i I road Company'! Wharl.Heavy
liOM of Cotton and Halt for Iteeovery.»
LiabllitIrN of Common Carrier*.A Lung
Litigation Ending in a Verdict Against
the Com pany.Charge of .fudge I.ocvv.
In tlie Court of Common Pleas, Part 2, Judge

Loew presming, an oki sun, once neiore Tried,
and in which the jury disagreed, has occupied the
attention of the Court and a jury lor several days
past. The case was reported at length at the previoustrial, and the circumstances will lie, tnercfore,remembered. To state it In brief, the defendants.theCamden and Amhoy Railroad Company.hailin chin ge, for conveyance and delivery,
a large amount 01 cotton, the property ol the plaintilf,Marcus P. Woodruff, and while still in tuelr
charge ami before delivery it was burned and destroyedin common with tue burning and destructionof the company's wharf. The deleudauis contendedthat they were not liable by tlie conditions
of their contract for loss by fire. The lirst jury
failed to agree; but, under the clear and lucjii
charge of Judge Loew to the jury whojust tried the
case, that body lias rendered a verdict lor the
plaintiff in full.

In charging the jury Judge I,ocw said:.If you
believe irom the evidence that the cotton in questionwas carried under the verbal agreement, as
claimed and testified to on the part of the plaintiff,then the defendants acted as common carriers
01 insurers, and at such became liable ior all loss
and damugeexcept such as might he caused i>y the
act of God or the public enemy, and as the Are by
wnicii the cotton in question was consumed does
not come within tbe exception, it win be your
duty to Unci a verdict in favor of the plaint iff,
whether the fire resulted Irom the negligence of
the defendants or not. But a common currier may
restrict his liability by express agrei nieut, ami if,
therefore, you believe fiom the evidence that
the plaiutitf or ids agent assented to the
terms of or accepted the bill of lading us embodyingthe contract between the parties, then
the delcndants, by reason of the clause therein
contained exempting them from liability for loss
occasioned by fire, are relieved irom responsibility
and entitled to a verdict at your hands, unless you
believe, either that the lire was reused or the cottonin question consumed by reason ol the negligenceof the dciendants or their employes. The
onus or burden of proving tins negligence is on the
plaintiff, and if he has established to your Halls-
iHcnun, irum uu nie cviuence ami rue circuinstancesof the case, tliat the Are referred to resultedfrom netflijrence on the part ol the deleudanfs.or thai the cotton was consumed |.y reason
of such negligence, then you will rind a verUictIn favor of the plaintiff; otherwise
you will flnd in favor or the defendants,
in case .you find a verdict in favor of the plaintltts
it will be lor the value of the cottou, less the
frelgnt, which value, I believe, Is conceded to he
|27,8«;i so; and you may also. In the exercise of
your discretion, allow interest thereon, which
amounts to $ 16,567 S3.
The Judge also submitted the following questions

to the juryFirst, was there any agreement assentedto by the parties exempting the carrier
from risk by href Second, was the loss of the
cotton occasioned by reason of the want of due
cure on the part of the detendantsv
Alter a short consultation the jury found for

plaintiff principal and Interest, |44,4su oi. And to
the first question, "There was none," and to the
second. "It was."
Counsel for plaintiff. Messrs. Marsh and Nhcpherd;for defendants, Messrs. Cujler uud riantord.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.
MARINE COURT-PART I.

Action on the Uw of Partnership.
Before Judge Jouchlraseti.

Toopc k Co. vs. Thompson k Clendennlng..The
plaintiff* claim to recover in this action ahout $ifio
lor certain castings made for a stone-creaking machineon the order of the last-named defendant,
but on the credit of both. Clendennlng confesses
judgment and appears as a witness on plaintiffs'
behalf. The defence or Thompson Is that Clendenningbeing a distant relative, arriving from the
South after the rebellion, out 01 business, he loaned
hltn $3,ooo to start a quarry at Kort Lee, which sum
was advanced from time to time as the business
required It., and which sum wan to be repaidso soon as the quarry became a success,
and a rental was thereafter to bo charged for
the property, which Thompson held under a lease.
The quarry speculation, however, proved a failure,
and Thomnsou says he refused to advance further
funds alter the $3,0011 wag exhausted; but alterwardsdid pay some bills which had been incnrred
before the time of the above refusal to workmen
who could not afford to lose their hlMs and could
get nothing out of Clendenning. The Court held
that.undertheevldence.il dormant partnership
existed between Thompson and Cleudennlng in
their relation to the plaintiffs, and leit It to the
Jury to say whether there was a withdrawal from
such partnership on the part of Thompson before
plaintiffs' debt was incurred. Verdict for plaintiffsfor full amount. For plaintiffs, Conifer and Foster;
for defendant Thompson, Mr. West and Roger A.
Fryor.

SURPOfiATE'S COURT.
The Jane K. Taylor Will Cage.
Before Mirroirafo Konn i <. murninpn.

In this case, previou«4j »«iei ttu 111 i>ncf, tb$ tea-

FEBRUARY 12, 1873.-TR1
tatrtx, Mr*. Jane K. Taylor, died Sepleml»er 14. 1*72,
leaving properly valued at $100,000 to a lew intimatefrieuda and her scrvanta. Sue waa married
about thirty yearn a;;o to au Kpiacopal clergyman,
but alter living with her huabaud a short time they
separated. Mm. Taylor subsequently leased the
hoime 7o8 Lexington avenue, auo lived there with
hei servants ui> to the time <>1 her <ii>ntii Iter litis-
band and three of her aunts now come into court
ami content the will on the ground that she was incompetentto make it ami that undue lullueuce was
used to make her dispone ol her property among
strangers.
The two subscribing witnesses to the will, Acton

Cavill and Caleb B. Knavells, were cxanrncd. 'ihey
testitfed that Mrs. Taylor signed the will in their
presence, and that she seemed to he in the lull possessionof her faculties at the time.
The lieai mg was then adjourned.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS.PART I.
Statement of Assistant District Attorney
Russell iu Reference to the Triul of
Bail Cases.

lieforc Recorder Ilackott.
The first case oisposed of by the jury yesterday

was an indictment for a felonious assault preferred
against David Buckley upon the complaint of David
Curtln, who swore beiore the magistrate that on

the 2Utii of September, 1872, Buckley, for some
rancied indignity shown lo ins stater, drew a pisioi
irom his pocket and threatened to shoot the complainant.It was evident from Ids testimony beforethe jury that he did not want to prosecute the
accused, lor he swore that he did not know what
Ifuckley had in Ihh hand. The Jury rendered a verdict01 guilty of a simple assault, and His Honor remain!at the prisoner tor sentence.
James Curun was tried and acquitted of a charge

ol assault an<l buttery alleged to have been committedupon (JillLcr Vv'lutcoml), of the Nineteenth
precinct.

Assistant District Attorney Russell said.Refore
closing this day's business i leel It due to the DistrictAttorney's olllcc that 1 should make a statement.Nearly ad the prisoners Indicted in this
Court. 1 am informed, that were conttned in the
City i'rison, have been tried, and during this presentweek we tiave been endeavoring to try the
cases where the defendants were upon ball. I
placed upon the calendar of this Court lor trial this
day twenty-two cases, and in only one of them have
we been able to get a trial. In every case
we have been either compelled to forfeit the bail,
or souie of the witnesses for the prosecution were
scattered lo the lour quarters of the earth. What
we can do te get inore of these cases tried It Is impossiblefor nie to say. I am informed by those
who have had charge of the ofBce previously, the
same difficulty bos been experienced before,
when they endeavored to bring bail cases to trial.
1 propose lo give a longer notice to producede|fendauts than has been given heretofore, and 1
will make an effort to try not only the prisoners

! which are in Jail, but those cases where the parties
are out on bail. The sinallness of the amount of
business done to-day demanding the attendance
ol Your Honor and a large number ol jurymen, demandsthat I should make this statement in justice
IV bltv UlllVVt

COURT CALEKPARS.THIS DAY.
Supreme Court.Circuit.Trial Term.Part

2.llcl<l by Judge llarrett..Nob. 772, 1005, 1850,
2006, 514>4, 082, 003, SOU, 940, U9bJi, 1010, 1062, 1170,
560, 064, 854, 900, 054, 11HO, 1182.
Supreme Court.Special Term.Held by Judge

Van Brunt..Demurrers.Nob. 0, 33. Law and
Fact.Nos. 216, 210, 230, 218, 210, 220, 221, 222, 223,
224 , 226, 220, 227, 22S, 220. 231, 232, 233, 234 , 236, 230,
237, 230, 240, 241, 242.
Superior Court.Trial Term.Part l -Held by

Judge Monell..JN08. lsoo, 1763, 403, 2235, 1033, 1869,
1941, 1961, 1526, 1023. J. K. ; 151, 267, 1003, 1966. Part
2.Held ny Judge Van Vorst..Noh. 2020, 1612, 1600,
1572, 1040, lo08, 1288, 1002, 726, 1308, 1674, 370, 2340,
300, 1880.
Supreme Court.Chambers.Held by Judge

Davis..Nos. 27, 40, 04, 102, 103, 111, 101, 171, 165,
201, 202, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 210, 220,
228, 220, 230, 231, 252, 233, 234, 236, 230, 237, 238, 239.
240, 241, 242, 243. 244, 245, 240, 247, 248, 240, 260, 251,
263, 267, 288, 201. 286, 291, 293 , 296, 298, 299. Call, 300,
Court ok Common Pleas.Kquity Term.Held

by Judge l.arreinorc..Noh. 21, 52, 53, 60, 02, 65.
< oi'UT ok common Pleas.Trial Term.Part 1

Held by Judge Loew..Nos. 663, 1761, 1707, 1741,
1753, 1559, 1500, 977, 1690, 1761, 1803, 1806, 1800, 1739,
1792.
Court ok Common Pleas.Trial Term.Part 1.

Helii bv Judge J. F. Daly..Noa. 60, 1 Ton, 200, 1260,
1017. 2021, 1608, 1807, 3103. 180*, 1800, lblO, 1811,
481, 1812, 1813, 1816, 1810, 1817, 1818.
Marine Court.Tiuai.Tkkm.Part l.Held byJndg6
Joa 'timscu.-.No8. ;h.32, 1320, 2054, 1410, 1204, 1418,
1 110, 1422, 1424, 1420, 1428, 1430, 1432, 1434, 1430, 1524.
l'art 2.Held by Judge Shea,.Noh. 1426, 1650, 1407,
3079, 785, 1367, 1487, 1108, 1227, 1861. 1308, 1438, 1461,
1405. l'art&.Held by Judge Spauding..Nos. 837'i,
932, 1744, 1729, 1702, 1703, 1704, 1707, 1700, 1713, 1712,
1715, 1732.

BROOKLYN COURTS. *

SUPREME COUnr.SPECIAL TERM.
A Divorced Couple.

Before Judge Pratt.
Delia Carpenter brought suit? for an absolute divorcefrom tier husband, Robert Henry Carpenter,

on the ground of adultery. The defendant did not
appear, and the Court grunted a decree in favor of
tne wile. The decree wan IHed yesterday.

Decision*.
By Judge Pratt.

In matter of proving lust will, Ac., of Ignatius
Vossing..On appellant stipulating to accept stiort
notice of appeal to next Hencral Term motion to
iiibiniss appeal denied; $10 ousts ami leave to respondentto renew motion, Ac.

J. N. Smith vs. C. E. Jackson..Judgment for
plaintiff $40J 85. The $600 in hands of auctioneer
cannot he recovered in tiiiH action.
Noah K. Collins vs. I'Ullo 11. Baldwin..Motion to

vacate order granted: $10 costs.
J. A. llaldwm vs. ti. A. WillianiH..Judgment for

plaintiff. See opinion.
People ex rel. Pelautlon vs. Comptroller, Ac..

Mandamus allowed.
In matter of petition, Ac., St. Felix street..Petitiongranted on betialfol all those residing between

Fulton street and Hanson place, and denied us to
those residing bet ween Fulton street and lie Kalb
avenue.

CiTY COUrtT.TRIAL TERM.
llrrllia Steinfelci's Brcucli of Promise

Suit.
Before Judge Thompson.

In the suitof Miss Hertba Steiufeld against Her
man I.evy, to recover $lf>,oou for an alleged breach
ol promise of marriage, testimony for the defence
was taken yesterday. The defence are endeavoriing to prove that the plaintiff was not ol previous
chaste character, ami there was evidence yesterdayshowing that on the pannage to this country
she was a great deal in the company of one Itaroii
Von Kin, lo whom she alterwards said she was engagedto be married, one witness said that her
conduct on the steamer ' was not very proper."
MoriU llerzberger, of New York, who introducedl.evv to the lair plaintiff, testified that m

October, ittio, he made Bertha's acquaintance on a
Second avenue car, and that on the loliowing eveningshe accompanied him to a house In Twenty'second street; they were on terms of Improper intimacy.At that tunc the plaintiff was living In the
house of Mr. New, on Second avenue, who staled
yesterday that he had never heard her mention
Levy ;s name .

COURT OF SESSIONS.
An Old Offender Going Home.

Before Judge Moore.
James Smith, a young desffcrado, who has alreadyserved one term In the State 1'rlson of New

York and another in Pennsylvania, was tried yesterdayfor robbery. On the 15th of January last lie
walked into the bouse of a Mrs. Garret, 44 Hicks
street, and stole about |H0 worth of clothing, which
lie stuffed in a hag and carried to the street. He
was seen leaving the house by a sister of the land-
lady, 11 Miss Foster, w(io roiiowuii nun until tic
reached Kemsen street, wticre lie nut on the stoop
ol a limine to rest.. Miss Foster, undaunted, walked
up to turn, and opening one or ttie hairs wua proceed.ngto examine the contents when he drew a
knlle arid threatened to stab iter, lie then darted
up Kernsen street and ran into the City Hall, where
he was secured l»y Detective Kdward Kirks, ol the
central oillce. When arrested the pri ouer pave
Ins name as Mcl'artland, but his mother, who had
for several years been endeavoring to reform him,
went, to the police station, exposed turn ami gave
the oftlcers inloriiiation which led to the recovery
of other property stolen hv the young man.
The jury yesterday convicted the prisoner withoutleaving their seats, and Judge Moore, In passingsentence, surprised hnn by stating to him lully

his antecedents. The Judge said that be was too
dangerous a character to have in me community,
and thereupon sentenced liirn to the (State Prison
at >mg Sing for the term of seven years. There
w< re seven other Indictments against smith for
robbery.

BROOKLYN COURT CALENDARS.
ftpprkme Court.Oknerat. Trrm..Not. 6,22, 2a,

24, 27, 28, 30, 31, 33, 36, 30, 37 , 38, 40, 42, 44, 61, 62,
63, 64. 50, 58.
city court.Triai, Term..Nos. I, 107, 180, 130,

13V, 146, '214 to 222, inclusive; '224 to 238, inclusive.
COURT Up PiBBBHIRB.. i lie ruupie »«. > cieoiu i »!

h*rti', keeping dlaordcrly house; i liarles A. KdwitrtKfalso pretence*; Elizabeth Lewis, assault
au«i battery.

COURT OF APPEALS.

Decision*.
Ai.RANT, Keh. II, 1873.

The following decision* have been rendered In
the Court of Appeal*:.
Judgment* AitirmcU. with Coat*..Cushman vs.

IPLE SHEET.
Hatfield; Huv'h vs. New York Central and IlndponHiver l-aiiioud company; McShacn vb. Sainej Par
ley vh McCounell: iiriswold vs. liriHWoid; Tiiioeyvs. Ronton and Albany Railroad Company; Pcarsail
vs. Penman; l.ewis vs. Palmer; lliil vh. Priestley;Abbe vh. Allen.
Orders Attn mod, with Costs. -The People ex rei.

Tuttle vh. canal Appraisers of the state or New
York; Suine vs. Same; People ex tel. Brown vh.
(ireen, comptroller, .Ye.; Davis vs. Koberts.
Order Crantmp New Trial Reversed and Judnmenton Report 01 Referee Affirmed, with Coats..

Johnson vs. Underbill.
Order Granting New Trial Reversed and Judgmenton V rrdict Amnued, Willi Costs..Msginnls

vs. New York Central and Hudson River Railroad
Company.
Order of (lencral Term Reversed and Order of

Special Term Afflrmed, Without Costs to Either
Party..Dutfy vs. Donovan.
Judgnicut RcvcrHeil and New Trial Granted..

Ishaiu vs. Davison.
Appeal Dismissed, with Costa..Baulcc vs. New

York and Harlem Railroad Company.Motion urunted anj Order Filed Herewith..Cityof Rochester vs. llart.
Court of Appeals Hay Calendar.

The tallowing ih ttic court of Appeals dav calendarfor February it!:.Nob. no, 4, to,1*, 87, taxi, 100,108, 337.

THE ILLEUEI) ULiRUIl Of TUIST CASE.

Tl»c Story of Mr. James Myers, as Told
by His Luwyer.

In order to gain further particulars relative to
the action brought against the late tlrm or
Dimock, Myers A Co. by Mrs. Julia A. Reach, a

reporter of the HfcKAi.i) called upon the legal representativeof Mr. Myers yesterday and obtained
iroin him the following statement. He clutms that
a former story published in this paper is incorrect
in iiumy particular* and does injustice to his
client. The version or the cane which he give* is
thin:.Mrs. Beach, in the month of August,
1871, had a Hon lor whom she wanted to
Bccure a position In business. Thin wish
Hhe communicated to a friend, whose assistance
she requested. This friend, being an acquaintanceof Mr. A. J. lhmock, one of the firm of Dimock,
Myers A Co., communicated with Mr. Dimock,
and Informed him of Mrs. beach's desire. The resultwas that negotiations were entered Into betweenMrs. Heach and Mr. Diniock, and an arrangementwas made whereby1 young Beach was to enter
into the banking house of the firtn as a clerk, at a
yearly salary of $600, to bo payablo in monthly
parts. Mrs. lieach on her part agreed to loan the
linn thirty-two Missouri State bonds, of the value
or $32,700, lor one year, the period in which the
agreement was to stand good, the firm either to
return the bonds or their value in money at
the expiration of tire year. As securityfor the bonds the iirm gave Mrs. Ileaeh a
note of hand for a little over thirty thousand dollars,the then market value of the bonds, and in
addition i,;»oo shares of Atlantic Mail Steamship
Company Htock, worth at the time $30,uoo. This
agreement was signed in the rooms ol rhe safe
Deposit Company, corner ol Liberty street and
Broadway, by Mrs. Beach and her son (who were
accompanied by counsel), uud the three members
of the tlrin.
Young Hcach entered the house of Pimor.k,

Myers A Co. in Kepteinner, and immediately the
bonds were sold by the Ilitu and converted into
money. In January, 1S72, Mr. E. Weston, one of the
members of the house, withdrew, so that no responsibilityis attached to htm tor anything that
uitcrwards ensued. When young lieach had
been some time in the house lie commencedto speculate in slocks and for
some time tic was suceessiui. ills success was of
short duration, however, and he soon lost more
than the value ol the bonds and a large sum of
money besides which Airs. lieach bad deposited
with the company. In these speculations t lie
Iirm ol Mr. Myers alleges that lie used Ills mother's
name as authority, and the iirm acted on commissionfor her.
At the close of last year, owing, us Mr. Myers

states, to losses incurred through Mrs. lieach, The
firm of Diinock, Myers A Co. lulled, Mr. Dliuock havingpreviously died. At the failure ol the house Mrs.
Beach came forward and claimed iter bonds, sue
was told that the bonds were not forthcoming nor
iu'iiii j i,if |fiiy if/i iiif iji, him liun luniicaii ui wm
tirin owing money to Mrs. Head), Mrs. Reach owed
money to lie firm on account ol tin; losses they
Incurred through Her speculations. Mrs. iteuch
denied Hint site n.nl ever speculated or given tier
son any authority to speculate in her name, und
she brought a suit against Myers anil hud him arrestedlor fraudulent misappropriation ol tnc
Missouri State bonds.

It will be seen by the foregoing statement that
the stones Ol Mrs. Peach aurt Mr. Myers conflict,
nun It remains lor a court of law to decide which
of them is right.

A STABLE GANG BATTLE.

Night Fight In a Twenty-third Street
SlttMr-1 Oi-unken Rough and » CompanionAttack a Watch inn n, Who DcfrnduIlia I.i!e with a Whlillctree.
John Corrigan, of Fast Twenty-sixth street,

is a giant rough in build and habits, very much
like the late notorious Florence Scanned, Assistant
Alderman of the eighteenth ward, wno met his
death while attacking Thomas Uonohoe, who was
killed recently by Florence's brother, John, who is
now on trial lor the offence. Corrigan was for-
mcrly employed at the stable, 141 East Twentythirdstreet, as a hack driver and ia represented
by the police to be a quarrelsome bully, who
aspires to the saino notoriety that Scanned
had in the ward. A number of times has he
been discharged for drunkenness and other "irregularitics,"but on pleading reform has been
reinstated in his employment. The last dismissal
ended in the refusal of the proprietor to reinstate
him, and this seems to have Induced him to greater
dissipation. About liali-past eleven o'clock on

Monday evening he and a companion named
Thomas O'Connor, 217 East Twenty-sixth street,
armed with a whiskey bottle, entered the stable at
the above number, where Timothy Ilalvey Is watchman.Knowing the desperate character of Corrigun,Ilalvey leared to order them out until they
had emptied the bottle of its contents and had
lis/\l/nn if mid utrourii thn fruirtnotitu nnon 4 lm

floor o! the ofllcc. This occurred about midnight.
He then ordered Corrigun to leave, and, as he refused,ejected him. Corrigan and O'Connor returnedto the (fibre, Itnd Corrigun made a furious
attack uoon Ualvey, O'Connor assisting in the
assault. llalvoy, driven to extremities, seized a

whiffletrec, and dealt corrigan several blows with
it that rendered In ui insensible, and put
both men horn tie combat. Just at this juncture
Ofllccr Walstead, or the Klgiiteenth precinct, put
in so appearance iir.u a. rested Oorrtgan and Hal*
vc.v. Happing lor assistance, othdf officers Joined
htm, and the prisoners were conveyod tu IIW
Twenty-second street station house. Corrigan was
very drunk, and notwithstanding he bled h ariully
he louglit like a maniac. Tlic police surgeon atltempted to dress lus wounds, but could not get
near turn, so great was Ins violence. Several otflccrswere called to hold him, but the doctor was
unable to examine his wounds, and, an atnbulaucc
arriving, he was sent to lfellcvuc Hospital for treatment.fearing that the injuries might prove fatal
the cautious Captain Tynan despatched oillcers to
secure the third party to the entente, Thomas

and O'Connor were arraigned before Justice Hcotr,
ycBtcrrtuy morning, when officer Walstcud having
presented a certificate that the wounds
i»l Corrigan were not likely tolintnedlatelyprove laiul the Jusote committed
Hulvey, on the officer's complaint, to jail in do!luuit of ffiCO Imil. O'Connor, on complaint '

Halvey, was also corriinlited to await an indictmentfor lelonlous assault upon Hulvey. Hoth men
were locked up in the same cell at Kssex Market,
where tlie.y soon became good friends. a IIkk.w.o
reporter conversed with them later in the day in the
cell, lialvcy is a young, single man, who Is representedtiy the police to he sober and industrious.
He stated that he ucted In self-delence in alt he
did; that being responsible to his employer for the
stable, when Corrigan and O'Connor threw the
pieces of the broken bottle about the office he
ejected the former, who returned and made a
lunoiis onslaught upon him. O'Connor coming to
his aid anil striking Halvey several blows be
felt that his lite would be in danger, and,
seizing the whiflletree, he dealt Corrigana blow on tho head that rendered
it impossible for him to do further harm. Halvey
said that Corrigan had been frciiueutiy di*chaigcd
and was quarrelsome and dangerous. O'Connor,
who was present at the interview, requested the
reporter to state that he merely interlercd to preventllaivcy killing his friend, Corrigan, with ilio
wniiiietree. ine reporter suusoqucimy calico at
Bellcvue Hospital to sen Cnrrlgan. Warden Brennunbeing absent on business in Westchester
county and the otUcc uncharge of a polite little bov,
no information as to lorrigan could he obtained
alter searching for liulf uu hour lor the doctors.
Finally the orderly of ward lour, where Corrlgan is
located, was found, and he permitted the reporter
to converse with the man. Corrigan, as a matter
or course, dented the statement of Halvcy,
and declared that lie was attacked first by
llalvey and used lus lists in sell-defence, Halvcy
picked up the wliiitlctrec ami dealt him several
blows, that rendered flnn insensible. He denied
that lie wa.s drunk or had broken a bottle in the
stable olhce. The police sustain Halvcy's statement,and Captain Tynan says that with the Inlormaiionlie has 01 the case he thtnks Halve.? would
have been justihed, under the circumstances, had
ho killed L'orrlgun outright. The Justice evidently
lot w the same view Of the < as , or lie would scarcelyhave ventured to tlx Halvcy's bail at the nmig
iiihcnnt (liriirc oi jano. The orderly of the ward is
ol the opinion thai Corrignn will recover, altliougu
he loot uiuch blood lieloin I,, i aoandj were dress, il.
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THE MURDER MYSTERY.
»

A Profound Darkness Still Surrounding the
L'ttle N ck Tragedy.A Theory Which
May Prove True.Farther CIcwj Discovered-TheCoroner's Inquest To-Day.

The hamlet of Little Neck Is Htill wrapped In a sort
or stupid horror and amuacment; l»ut there is yet
discovered no ecrtain light which will reveal to the
blinded sight of Justice the name of the murderer
of James (irahatn. The stories told by the bewilderedinhabitants, composing a population which
is partly Irish, partly Rerman and partly negro,
are as various and as different as the stars in the
firmament or the shells or the ocean, and most ol
them are rounded more npon visions or rancy than
those of reality. It has become, however, an acceptedfact that tho terrible deed was commuted
by some one who probably belonged to the neighborhoodthereabouts, and certainly knew a great
deal abent tho business affairs of the murdered
man. Constable John H. Wright, formerly a tieteetivoon the New York force, was detailed by the
Ulstrict Attorney, Mr. Downing, to solve the mysterywhich surrounds tho tragedy, and in a qniet
manner lias been ever since it occurred engaged In
gleaning a knowledge, one by one, of certuin circumstanceswhich at length, it is believed, will
surely Indicate tho man or men whose souls are
stained with the blood of this most fearlnl crime.
If this supposed clew prove to be a sound one, there
is no doubt that he will be placed behind the bars
of a prison cell before a week baa passed. There
are many difficulties, however, in the way of securingcomplete evidence of guilt, aud these may
possibly l>e found to be insurmountable. ConstableWright is confident, however, of the successof Ills undertaking, ills colleague, Smith,
was seen yesterday at Little N'cck. The local constable,Roe, in the afternoon again caused the cisternsnear the shop to be searched, but nothing
was found of the character sought.
Around the dingy stove in the yellow-walled barroomof the Little Neck Hotel rough and ruggedlookingtneu congregate in the afternoons and

<it ink noc rum ana smoke na<i cigars peripctually, wlillo they rehcurso what tliey kuow
or Invent concerning the horror that hap
pencil in their midst. A study of their faces and
manners Is extremely difficult for a stranger
satisfactorily to accomplish, and in the
midst of it he is continually asking him*
self, "Which of these men is ho who did
this deed?" The elements of nationalities
mix here with beautiful indifference, and the luflencool Queen's county mm, whicli is good in
duality, seems to beget an unusual affinity among
the races, which while It may not be founded upon
human kindness, but upon the chances of circumstance,suggests curious thoughts regarding the
social composition of the neighborhood.

a dozen iieirr presumptive.
The Herald reporter yesterday talked with

Justice I'revost, of the town of North Hempstead,
asking him several questions In regard to his
action on tne morning of the discovery of
the dead liody of Urahain. The Justice is
an old and portly gentleman, with a jolly
and self-contented air-in fact, a type of an oldIfashioned, wealthy country 'sqnire. Yet in this
character of being at peuco with himself he seems,
In his ten or twelve years of office as a magistrate,
uot to have acquired any Just conception ol the attributesand limits of His authnrlty. Now, after it
is too late to mend the harm that resulted m Ins
singular action in relation to the effects of the murderedman and the custody of the scene of the
crime, he acknowledges fully that lie was in the
wrong and regrets ids error. Strange to say. howIever, lie still retains possession of the books and
papers of Graham, and yesterday stated that at the
request of the presumptive heirs he had ulready
taken out letters of administration, with the apparentintention «r closing the affairs of the
estate. This, again, even before the Coroner
had completed an investigation, was rather
unseemly haste. He says that besides
Jolm an<l Thomas macreary mure are nve umui

brothers ancl luilf brothers or the deceased supposedt* be in Ireland. A paper shows that at one
time Graham sent $67 across the ocean to his
lather, who is poor. These other heirs cannot possibl>have yet been consulted regarding the appointmentof an administrator, and it is also
stated, upon IckqI authority, that i'revost lacks
certain qualltlcatiuns required by the statute to
make him eligible to the runctious or that ofllce.
lie has had, it is said, no such relations with the
deceased as would empower him to administer his
estate. Thus it appears that, tlrst. overstepping his
jurisdiction in the matter or the murder,
as was intimated yesterday In the Hkkai.p,
he is now grasping a power over a large amount
or property which he can by no means riglitrullv
exercise, ir these facts arc true there may yet
grow a very pretty civil muddle out of this already
dark criminal mystery.

tub scenes on SATnilDAV.
The circumstances which occurred on Satnrday

morning at the shoe shop are now, by comparing
t.lie stories of several witnesses, round to have
been nearly as follows:.'The flrst discovery oi Um
crime was made by the boy Donnelly, who 'opened
the door und then fled horror-stricken at the sight
which lay belore his eyes. Then, after the
alarm was given, the ghastly room was
tlrst entered by the blacksmith lienuem and
another person who happened to be in Ins shop at
the time. A colored man, named John Peterson,
who lives in a neat house near by anil is the barber
of bit tic Neck, was called to the door by these two
men aud asked by them lo ascertain whether GroIham was dead. He refused to do so unless ttmv
would enter also again as witnesses. Thev ail
went In together, ana Peterson lelt ol the pulse of
the murdered man and lound that it hail long
smr.e erased to beat, and the 8Mb was cold aud
rigid. The next, or nearly the ii"Xt, arrival was
that of 'Squire Prevost, with the two laborers
employed on his farm, wlio, on hearing
ol the tragedy, had informed him ol a fact of which
he uever knew anything before.namely, t.iat tliey
were half-brothers o( Graham.
They entreated him to accompany them to me

village to see the corpse and to take care 01 som«
property ol theirs, which, t ies said, was kept In the
shop. They seemed whoa they came heart-broken
at the sight of the body, and then svent upstairs to
look after the trunks and boxes which, tliey said,
belonged tc them. Provost, according to the testimonyof John Alaereary at the Inquest on .Saturday,
was present aud allowed them lo take some cloth\In::, which they claimed as their osvn, to pick up
and change the positions ol articl"s which were
scattered uiiout, and received rroin incir nanus

TUB BANK BOOKS AND PAPERS.
The former were accounts wall tlic Kmlgrant's,
the liowery, the Third Avenue and the Seamen's
Savings Hanks, aud there were other new ones,
wliieh belonged to himself and to a man named
.funics Collins, lie had oitcn seen (iraliain examiningthese and counting up hiH riches, and was In
the habit with his brother of visiting him several
evenings during the week; he had not visited him
since the Sunday previous. Afterwards, when
croM-qaeittoBfld, he hesitatingly said that he had
also been to see him a short time on Tuesday night,
ins. Hoag, Keimcr and Porter examined the
remains. The opinion of the former, given yesterdayto the liKKAi.D reporter, is that the
wound ou the forehead would have eauscd
death; but that the one at the base of the brain,
which severed the artery, may have done so alreadyIf It was the first one given by the murderer
or murderers. His written statement will be read
to-Uuy on tue continuation of the investigation.

TOWELS, WITH THE INITIALS "L. 8."
The Assistant District Attorney was one of those

who were early at the scene of crime ou Saturday,
anrl fnntnl in tliA irn»»r«»f throfl Iau'dIu in IL nilliPr

box ami one handkerchief, the latter looking
us if it hail been somewhat uhciI, all of which
were marked In red needlework with tlio
Initials "L. 8." Tho stocking which was found
on the floor la the salesroom Is now supposed to
have been one belonging to Graham, aftnough it
Is strange that, even a miserly bachelor could huva
daroed it so neatly and so well that it should look
like the work of a carelul and iruiral house wile.

(ikaii am's monky.
It Is a disputed point whether (iraham had mnch

money with him when killed or not. One man,
who met hitn on the cars oouilng Irom New York
one day during the week, was Informed by him
that he had not hud enough to pay his bills In tho
city, lacking a sum of |-io. What he hud
on the night of his death must thou,
have accumulated since tlut day. Another
neighbor, Thomas 1'earsall, on Thursday*
went to nlm with a $100 note, which he changed
out of an old cl*ar box, w hich contained a largo
pile of currency. He was in the liahlt, it is said, o£
acting as banker for almost the whole community,alwsvs having enough funds wltn him to
meet demands. It is also said that little dependencecould ever be placed upon what he said
Of himself.
The lniiucst to-day hcglns at two o'clock, and

District Attorney Downing will be present. After
the verdict, of the Jury the remains will be dec< nt:v
Interred in the l.ittle Neck churchyard, us soon us
those wuo claim thetn may desire.

D.CATH OF A PB.130NE& IN TEE TOMBS.
He Was About To Be Slurried.

.Since the 10th nit. John ILirrold, an Englishman,
thirty-four years ot age, has been confined in tha
Tombs on a charge of embezzlement, and duriug
the last few days he has been seriously indisposed.
About half-past seven o'clock yesterday morning
He became suddenly warse, ami tlleU aoou alterwards.Weveral hours after Hurrold'a death an unconditionaldischarge wan sent to Warden Holey,
hut the unfortunate man had passed beyond the
rea'-li of all human processes. Deputy Coronei
Leo, who made a superficial examination of tho
body, was of the opinion that Harrold died ol
plcuro pneumonia. Coroner Kessler has the cans
u charge. Deceased was soon to have been war
ruii to an estimable young lady.


